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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS j. 

■!':■■ ■ . 

Reconsideration arid withdrawal of the rejections < f the application are 

respectfully requested in view of the amendm^and remarks h|rewith, which place the 

application into condition for allowance. The present amendm 

prosecution of the application. i , 



er| is being made to facilitate 



! h 

III' * 



I. STATUS OF THE CLAIMS AND FORMAL MATTERS 



Claims 1-18 are currently pending:' Claims 1 and 



hereby amended. No new matter has been introduced. Support for this amendment is provided 

>n pages 13-14. It is submitted 



10, which are independent, are 



throughout the Specification as originally fil.ed, and specifically 

: < ! - L 

that these claims, as originally presented, were in ! full compliant 5 with the requirements of 3 5 

I patentability within the 
meaning of 35 U.S.C. §101 , §102, §103, or §=L 12. Rather, thesejdianges are made simply for 
clarification and to round out the scope of protecticm to which -Applicants are entitled. 



U.S.C. §112. Changes to claims, are not made for the purpose o 

I, or §112. Rather, these 



i • i 



II. REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U.S.C^j§103(a) 

Claims 1, 3, 10 aid 12 were tejeqted.under 35 UjS.C. §103(a) as allegedly 

, i i 

unpatentable over U.S. Patent Wo. 6,614,987'jto Ismiail, et al, (h< 



i ■ . . 



view of WO 99/01984 to Maissfcl, et al. (hereinafter, merely 



U S. Patent No. 6,581,207 to Siimita, et al. Qiereinafter, merely 
Claims 2 and 1 1 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 



anafter, merely "Ismail") in 
lissel") and further in view of 
'Sumita' 5 )- 

03(a) as allegedly unpatentable 



over 



Ismail, Sumita and Maissei as applied^ clainis 1 and 10, md further in view of Dunlop 



i i. 
t , 

; ; 

'* !' ■ 
■ i t 



.•I:', 
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>e Feedback") and U.S. Patent 



('The Effects of Accessing Non-matching Do'ciamjeats on Relev; 
No. 6,408,295 to Aggarwal, et al. |0iereinaft^,Jmerely "Aggarwaff). 

' ! ' i ■ I 

Claims 4-6 and 1 3 jl5 were rej|ecte^ under 35 U.S. 1 103(a) as allegedly 

i • ■ • • 

unpatentable over Ismail, Sumita Juid Maissei,i as applied to clain 5 3 and 12, and farther in view 
of U.S. Patent No. 6,005,561 to Hawkins, et-aL (hereinafter, merlly "Hawkins"). 

Claims 7 and 16 w|ere rejected jjind'er 35 U.S.C K J(a) as allegedly unpatentable 
over Ismail, Sumita and Maissel L applied ttfftewx 3 and 12, aid further in view of U.S. Patent 

and fiirther in view of U.S. 

Patent No. 6,185,360 to Inoue, etai. (hereinafter,! inerely "Inoue^ ). 

I .j F !■• 

Claims 8 and 17 were rejectedj!under35 U.S.C. 1 



No. 6,457,010 to Eldering, et al. (hereinafter; merely "Eldering* 

: M,l'. 



6(a) as allegedly unpatentable 



over Ismail, Sumita and Maissel hs applied toi claijns 3 and 12, a id further in view of U.S. Patent 
No. 6,266,664 to Russel-Falla, et al. (hereinafter,; merely "Russe -Falla") and still further in view 



i' 



of Inoue. j jj k ■ . 

Claims 9 and 1 8 were reject^un^er 35 U.S.C. 1 )3(a) as allegedly unpatentable 

over Ismail, Sumita and Maissel'as applied ^laims 1 and 10, s id further in view of Eldering. 



III. RESPONSE TO REJECTIONS 1 



i 



Claim 1 recites, inter alia: 



i 



i I 
I." 



i . 



V i: ' 



"A broadcasting system comprising: 

i j| V' ' ! ; : m , 

a broadcasting statiopiiforlbroadcasting d ptal content 
containing attribute informafepn indicating an atfibute thereof and 
an electronic program guid&jffiPG);..' . . I 

i lk :■!-:•;. I 

wherein said contreBmflnmt compute^ said attribute 



information of flic digital cdht3nts rel ayed bf said user. 



analyzes said user's taste anct tiasfed on the an ilvsis, modifies a 



weight of each parameter 6f-s aid selection in! >rmation to 



r ■ 1 



. j 
J 
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optimize the selection information for said user " (emphasis 
added) 



:|f: .• 



I j :;■ r • ... 

As understood by Applicants j Ismail relates to a stem for recording television 



:. • 1.1 



programs for subsequent viewing by a user tbqt includes a preference determination module 



i!' ?' 



which is responsive to attribute iriformation associated with telev sion programs viewed by the 



aoi5 
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user. The preference determination module 'categorizes the attrit xte information in accordance 
with categorization parameters to generate recordation preferenc information, indicative of 
television program viewing preferences of tfoe-user. ! 



i 

As understood by (Applicants, 



Maissel relates to a subscriber unit for use in a 



i"r -I* J: 



television system including a television networked 1 transinittin] apparatus ft>T transrrutting 



program schedule information, the subscrib^|unit including a relciving unit for receiving the 

| ijsj Vi: .: 

program schedule information, j \\ 

As understood by! Applicant |;|Sumita relates to a i iirformation -filtering unit that 



«!.; I! =i 



t . : • \ 



is connected with a user's video equipment by/a communication; line and a program content 



analyzing section that analyzes the contents: 

j i 

section evaluates the similarity between thej 

; i 

i I 

storage section. A program selecting select! 



of b^oancastprogra: is. A collation evaluation 
analyses' and a user' profile stored in a profile 



on transmits the result of program selection to the 



video equipment in the form of time information: • | • 



Applicants submit that IsmailJ^psael, and Sum ta, taken either alone or in 



I' 



combination, do not teach or suggest the ahWe^dentified featm ss of claim 1 . Specifically, 

I J^.V rl: 

Apphcants submit that there is no teaching jpr suggestion of a bi ^casting system wherein said 

j Oil: *' 

trollin g unit computes said a'ttribute iriformatiw of the dia'tll contents replayed by said user, 



con 



analyzes said user's taste and hased on t^ fofc* : Imnrfifica a yeight of each parameter of said 



selection information to optimize the selection iiifomiat ion for aid user, as recited m claim 1 . 



p t iji 

'Hi: V 
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that would 



i * !•! 



;:;p; 



Applicants submittal nomir^jJUn found in ae art used as a basis for 



pmdfcr claim 1 unpa 

to;;' ' 

3 

tr-| 



rejection of the dependent claims 

Therefore, ApplicLts submitJiatiU^endem dJm 1 is patentable. 
For reasons similar to, or so JMilar to, th< se described above with regard 

i IP- !'''•! 

to independent claim 1, independent claim liojis afso believed to 



1 ' 
Therefore, Applicants submit 



i! 

'that 

ti ;. . 

n t 



?e patentable, 
mdependent cl ims 1 and 10 are patentable. 



ii ' 



IV. DEPENDENT CLAIMS 

The other claims L dependUit fijiim! one of the independent claims, discussed 
above, and are therefore believed patcntabll ^or : at least. the sam ■ reasons. Since each dependent 
claim is also deemed to define ak additionaj ^IctM the hwenfon, however, the individual 

in tfs 6y* 



reconsideration of the patentabi 



ity of each kin its own merits is 



i 



IB , 

!? • i 



I. ..I 
!' " 

i ■ • fj : 



rQNCLUSlON 



!..f 



i' :! 



In the event the Examiner 4|agr:e^;with any of 

! ' |t f ;?! 

respect to the disclosure in the 6ited reference, preferences, it 
Examiner specifically indicate jhose portions ol preference, 
for a contrary view. j f! 



• * 

i 

. j 

\ 
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entable. 



espectfully requested. 



statements appearing above with 
s respectfully requested that the 
ir references, providing the basis 
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Please charge any additional : tees tl 



! I •! • I I 



overpayment, to our Deposit Account No. 50-0920. . 

' ! :p. ! l ! - ■. :■ 

ID 
I 



.that may be neec 2d, and credit any 



In view of the forejgoing amendme nts and remarks 



claims in this application are patentable and 

l 

I 

issue ofthe present application. ; 



it is believed that all of the 
i^pli'cants respectftlly request early passage to 



* 1 1 



Rj^ptetfully submi 



i&0>^R LAW £NCE & HAUG LLP 
Kttb'nieys for Appl sants 
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